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EQUITY AND LAW LIFE ASSURANCE 


SOCIETY, 
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Whole World Policies ted free of charge in most cases. 
Lapsed Poli icies Revived on very easy terms. 


Full ‘iteenidien will be given on application to 
G. W. BERRIDGE, Actuary and Secretary. 


THE ANGLO-ARGENTINE BANK, LIMITED. 











AUTHORIZED CAPITAL, £ 1,000,000. 
SUBSCRIBED, /500,000. PAID-UP, £250,090. 


With power to increase. 
HEAD OFFICE: 15, NICHOLAS LANE, LONDON, EC. 





Bankers : 
BANK OF ENGLAND. MARTIN & CO. 
COMMERCIAL BANK OF SCOTLAND, LIMITED. LONDON axp BRANCHES. 
Offices at Buenos Ayres—486, PIEDAD. 


Deposits received at the London Office for fixed periods, at rates of interest to be 
ascertained on application. 


The present rates are 4} per cent. for one 5 cmt. Ser tgn cree 
Letters of Credit, Bills of Exchange, and Eable Peter 
Bills payable in the Argentine Republic negotiated. edveneed upon, or sent for 


sabbseti EDWARD ARTHUR, Afanager. 
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The Right Hon, Lord HALSBURY, The Lord Chancellor, 
The Right Hon, Lord COLERIDGE, The Lord Chief Justice, 
The Hon, My, Justione KEKE WICH, 
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FREDERICK JOHN BLAKE, Eaq, 
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CURRENT TOPICS. 


For THE REMAINDER of the Vacation Mr. Crowes will be the 
Chancery Registrar in attendance. 





We print elsewhere an order of transfer to Mr. Justice 
Kexewricn, for the p only of hearing or trial, of thirty 
actions from the list of Mr. Justice Currry, and of forty actions 
from the lists of Mr. Justice Nortu and Mr. Justice Stmioxve 


respectively. 


Wepyespay was the last day of Mr. Justice Lawnayce’s 
duties as Vacation Judge. There was a long list of cases before 
him in court, but although he sat until a quarter past six he 
was unable to dispose of the larger portion of them. Twenty- 
eight cases, which remained, were placed in a list to be disposed 
of on Friday by Mr. Justice Vareuan WILLIAMs. 








THE ANNUAL provincial m of the Incorporated Law 
Society is this year fixed at an earlier date than usual, com- 
mencing on the 7th of October, a change which we think will 
conduce to the convenience of most of the members. The 
diversions include a reception by the Mayor and Mayoress of 
Nottingham ; a dinner; a special private at the 
theatre ; and probably excursions to the “‘ Dukeries” and 
Sherwood Forest. The edict which Mexeluded ladies from the 
excursions at Newcastle and Leeds has this year been rescinded, 
to the extent of permitting each member to take “one lady.” 
The pendulum has, indeed, this swung rather far in the 
opposite direction, for an “At Home” is provided for ladies 
attending with members, to which, if we understand the 
aright, the unhappy members are not to be invited. There is, 
no doubt, a wise purpose und this apparently cruel 
arrangement ; if the men were the dinner fener might be 
deserted. We may perhaps be permitted to hope that the 
gates of the “ At Home” may be opened to members who have 
duly dined and who want to escape the speeches. 


Lie 





We riactne that most lawyers will agree with our corre- 
ne Mr. Mixtsr in deprecating the decision of the Council 
Law Reporting to commence a new series of the Law 
next year, ae a oo oie eae 
presumably new subscribers 5 _ come in rapidly, and the 
council have been oe from 


subscribing by the fact that or ee ee begin with “an 
incomplete series " or must purchase the 240 previous volumes. 
We question whether this consideration has had any influence, 
and, if it has, how is a new subscriber absolved from the neces- 
sity of purchasing the 240 previous for reference te 
the cases therein, by the fact that the 41st volume is called 
‘new series” ? The council, in their commercial cababatiata 
y overlooked the fact that oe pay et tg 
ent time to cease subserihi But the 

tion which will occur to most lawyers is, Are he council, in, as 
we believe, the vain hope of attracting new subscribers, 
— in putting the whole ae on —— —— 
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ence, consider the consumption of space in law books, and the con- 
sumption of time in law courts, from the addition of two more 
letters to the citation of every new case from the Law Reports. 
Consider the mistakes which are certain to occur in citation 
until the new mode of reference (whatever it may be) becomes 
familiar. And all this inconvenience is to be caused by the 
eagerness for increased profits of a body which has been 
commonly supposed to exist, not as a trading company for the 
sake of earning large profits, but as a public institution pur- 
porting to be guided in its decisions by the general advantage 
of the profession. 





Tue AsToN MAGISTRATES appear to be of opinion that the 
practice of tying og agate has been carried to such an 
extent as to disqualify the ostensible keepers of them from being 
persons entitled to hold licences. ‘‘It is undoubtedly,” the 
chairman is reported to have said, ‘the intention of the Legisla- 
ture that licences should be granted to a victualler trading for 
himself at his own risk, and for his own profit, and although he 
might be tied to sell a certain brewer’s liquors, he was still the 
responsible landlord and holder of the licence.” With this was 
contrasted a practice, alleged to be now prevalent, for the 
brewer to place in occupation a person, paid by salary or com- 
mission, who is simply his servant, and is liable to instant dis- 
missal for any infraction of duty. Whether there is any such 
practice is a matter, to judge from a correspondence at present 
going on in the Daily Telegraph, about which opinions differ, but 
if it exists it seems probable that the view with regard to 
it taken by the Aston magistrates is correct. The question 
depends, of course, on the construction of section 1 of the Intoxi- 
cating Liquor Licensing Act, 1828 (9 Geo. 4, c. 61) which pro- 
vides that the justices may grant licences ‘‘to such persons as 
they, the said justices, shall, in the execution of the powers 
herein contained, and in the exercise of their discretion, deem 
fit and proper.” In these words, taken by themselves, there is 
nothing to prevent the justices from granting a licence to a 
salaried manager if they think him a “fit and proper” person, 
but it seems that they must be construed by reference to the 
earlier part of the section, which directs that a general annual 
licensing meeting shall be held “for the purpose of granting 
licences to persons keeping or about to keep inns, alehouses, and 
victualling houses to sell exciseable liquors by retail, to be drunk 
or consumed on the premises therein specified.” The general 
word “‘ persons,” therefore, must apparently be restricted to per- 
sons “‘ keeping or about to keep” the houses in respect of which 
licences are applied for, and these words seem to imply that such 
persons are to be the actual owners of the business, carrying it 
on on their own account, and not merely the servants of the 
owners. 





Tue pecision tx eg. r. Paul (38 W.R. 704) seems to call 
attention once again to the anomalies in regard to evidence to 
which the Criminal Law Amendment Act, 1885 (48 & 49 Vict. c. 
69), has given rise. By section 4 the defilement of girls under 
thirteen years of age is made a felony, and the attempted defile- 
ment a misdemeanour, while in respect of both offences the 
unsworn testimony of a child of tender years may be admitted, 
provided it is corroborated by other material evidence. Section 
9, however, which authorizes a conviction for indecent assault 
where the evidence is not sufficient to bear out a graver charge, 
is not quite co-extensive with this, and applies only where the 
original indictment has been for the felony. In Reg. v. Wealand 
(36 W. BR. 576, 20 Q. B. VD. 827) the question arose whether a 
chila’s evidence, which was properly admitted in respect of the 
felony, could also be taken advantage of to support a conviction 
under section 9 for indecent assault ; and it wasted that it could, 
im spite of the fact that, had the indictment been for the assault 
merely, under 24 & 25 Vict. c. 100, it would of course have been 
inadmissible. It is essential that the original charge should 
comprise the greater offence, and then, as the conviction for the 
lesser offence is part of the same New ree. 4 it does not seem 

¢ eviderwe which has already 


— im arriving at it, to excluc 


ly admitted. The result is, as was pointed out by 
Lord Covzniwon, CJ,, that a prisoner may be indicted for the 


and so obtain a conviction for indecent assault which would be 
impossible without it. In the present case of Reg. v. Paul, how- 


defilement only, while there was a second count for the indecent 
assault. As the former offence is a misdemeanour under section 
4, and not a felony, the count relating to it would not by itself 
justify a conviction for indecent assault under section 9 ; and it is 
clear, as was held by the court, that the evidence received upon 
it could not be used when the lesser offence was separately dealt 
with under the second count. A system under which the 
admissibility of evidence depends on the form in which the 
indictment is drawn is probably as absurd as anything to be 
found in the history of English law, and that is saying a good 
deal. 





THE REVISING BARRISTER for Leeds, Mr. T. S. Sopen, has 
decided that the wholesale method of objecting to voters by 
including their names in a list following the signed notice of 
objection is invalid. The objection in question was sent to the 
overseers in accordance with 6 Vict. c. 18, s. 17, and was in the 
form—‘“I give you notice that I object to the following names 
being retained on the voters’ list.” This was signed by the 
person objecting, and then came the names of the persons 
objected to. The above section requires that every notice shall 
be signed by the person objecting, and it was decided by Zoms 
v. Cuming (7 Man. & Gr. 88) that the signature must appear at 
the bottom of the notice. Moreover, the notice is to be in the 
form, or to the like effect as the form, prescribed by the Regis- 
tration Order, 1889 (Rogers on Elections, p. 695), and there the 
name is contained in the body of the notice. These provisions, 
of course, do not conclude the matter, as the form is not mate- 
rially varied by having the names thrown into a schedule to 
which reference is made in the body of the notice, and the notice 
may be said to be signed at the bottom provided the name is at 
the end of the actual notice and before the schedule. There is, 
however, a certain guarantee for the genuineness of the objection 
if it is complete in itself before the signature is added, which is 
wanting where the list of names, the really substantial part of 
the matter, is left to be inserted in a schedule ; and the ruling of 
the revising barrister is perhaps not too strict an interpretation 
of the requirement of the statute. 





WE rurnx it as well to put our readers on their guard against 
drawing too wide an inference from a hasty glance at cap. 53 of 
the recent session, which is entitled ‘an Act to exempt certain 
letters of hypothecation from the Bills of Sale Act, 1882.” The 
letters of hypothecation in question are those which declare trusts 
of imported goods, between the time of their importation and 
their delivery to a purchaser or reshipment for export. 
Whether such documents are bills of sale at all, we should not 
like to say. There is a decision of Bacon, V.C. (Ex parte North- 
Western Bank, Re Slee, 21 W. R. 69, L. R. 15 Eq. 69), which 
does not appear ever to have been overruled — holding that 
a similar letter of hypothecation came within the proviso 
exempting transfers in the ordinary course of business. But, 
however that may be, the important point is that the present 
statute by no means goes so far as its title would imply. The 
enacting words in section 1 merely declare that such a letter of 
hypothecation “shall not be deemed a bill of sale within the 
meaning of section 9 of the Bills of Sale Act, 1882.”” Now that 
section is the one which requires a bill of sale to be made in 
accordance with the form in the schedule. And, therefore, if 
these letters of hypothecation are bills of sale, they are still sub- 
ject to the necessity of attestation, registration, &c. 


Tux nesvct in the case of Bellamy v. Wells fardly seems to be 
commensurate with the amount of time which the Vacation 
Judge has spent upon it, and the matter, with the vast mass of 
affidavits which had to be gone through, seems to have heen 
searcely proper for the Vacation Court. The reading of these 
affidavits occupied some four hours on Wednosday, the 10th 
inst., and the arguments took up a considerable part of the 
following Friday, judgment being reserved till Wednesday last. 
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affidavits is one of the silliest of the so-called legal reforms of 
recent years. 








A NEW FEATURE IN ACTIONS AGAINST FIRMS. 


We have more than once referred to the defective state of the 

Rules of Court as to defendant firms (ante, pp. 520, 541, and 

562) with the object of bringing the matter under the notice of the 

authorities, and in the hope that certain alterations may be made 

which appear to be not only desirable, but absolutely necessary. 

Our purpose now is to point out to the profession a certain legal 

quagmire (if we may, without disrespect, apply that term to a 
judicial decision) which has recently been created for prac- 
titioners by the case of Alden v. Beckley & Co. (ante, p. 708). 
In that case the plaintiff sued the firm of Beckley & Co., and 
served the writ on the person having the control or management 
of the partnership business at the principal place of business, 
as provided by ord. 9, r. 6. Four days after having effected this 
service the plaintiff further served R. D., a partner in the firm. 
There was, subsequently, some question raised as to the fact of 
partnership, and as to the right of R. D. to appear without 
admitting partnership (see ante, p. 541), but this part of the case 
we put aside, as it has no bearing on the point to which we now 
desire to call attention. The plaintiff was in this position ; he 
had on a certain day effected due service on the firm, and four 
days later he had served a partner in that firm personally. At 
the expiration of eight days from the first service he entered 
judgment against the firm. Four days after the entry of this 
judgment the partner served entered his appearance, and on his 
application the court set aside the judgment entered against the 
firm as having been entered prematurely. By this decision the 
practice which has prevailed ever since the rules as to partners 
were made has been adjudged to be wrong. There is always 
some difficulty in rooting out an established practice, and in this 
case that difficulty is increased by the fact that the matter is one 
beyond the reach of official control. It becomes, therefore, all 
the more necessary that the precise effect of Alden v. Beckley § 
Co. should be fully appreciated by the profession. 
In an action against a firm on a claim within ord. 13, rr. 3—9, 
judgment may, under those rules, be entered against the firm on 
proof of due service on the firm under ord. 9, r. 6, and of the 
failure of the partner or partners to enter appearance on behalf 
of the firm. If the service under ord. 9, r. 6, is effected by 
serving the person in charge of the business at the principal 
proce of business, execution may issue, immediately on judgment 
wing entered, against the goods of the firm. But no execution 
can issue on such a judgment against any individual partner. 
Almost immediately on the rules as to partners being made the 
difficulty arose that a plaintiff having duly served, and obtained 
judgment against, a firm, desired to execute such judgment 
against the private property of the partners in the firm. Before 
he could do this he had to render the individual partners per- 
sonally liable under his judgment against the firm, so as to 
bring them within ord. 42, r, 10, which regulates the practice as 
to issuing execution in actions against firms. Under that rule, 
“Where a judgment is against a firm execution may issue 
‘‘(a@) Against any property of the partnership ; 
“(b) Against any person who has amend in his own 
name under ord, 12, r. 15, or who has admitted on 
the pleadings that he is, or who has been adjudged 
to be, a partner ; 

“(¢) Against any _— who has been Served as a partner 
with a writ of summons, and has failed to appear. 

“Tf the party who has obtained judgment claims to be 

entitled to issue execution against any other person 
as being a member of the firm, he may apply for leave 
to do so,” &e. 

Now, this rule was considered to contain the solution of the 
difficulty above referred to, and its terms may be taken as the 
ground upon which the following practice was established ;— 
A plaintiff holding a judgment against a firm, and finding 
himself unable to recover his sglepnent debt by execution 
against the firm’s goods, proceeded under section (c) of the 
above rule, He served the partners whom he sought to render 
personally liable with the writ of summons, After the expira- 


failed to spe he made an affidavit of service of the writ, and 
the filing of such affidavit, combined with proof of non-appear- 
ance, was accepted as sufficient authority, under section (c) of 
the above rule, for the issue of execution against the individual 
partner served. If the partner served entered an appearance 
unconditionally as a partner, execution issued against him as 
of course under section (c) of the above rule. This latter part 
of the practice was based upon the then existing right of a 

rson served as a partner to enter a conditional ap 

enying partnership: as to which see more fully ante, p. 520, 
referring to Davies vy. André (38 W. R. 437, 24 Q. B. D. 598), 

Such was the established practice which existed until Alden v. 
Beckley § Co. was decided, and the quagmire created by that 
decision, and against which we desire to caution our readers, 
may be described as follows :—A plaintiff in an action against a 
firm serves the writ on the person in control of the business 
under ord. 9, r. 6, and, on default of appearance, enters judg- 
ment against the firm. This judgment is perfectly regular under 
the rules. He puts in an execution on the firm’s goods, and 
finding himself unable to recover his debt, he subsequently 
desires to render the individual partners liable. Now, if by any 
chance his solicitor or the clerk in charge of the action should 
forget to follow the ruling in Alden v. Beckley §& Co. in its 
indirect bearing on the practice above described as to issui 
execution under ord. 42, r. 10, he will find himself placed in a 
very awkward position. 

Alden v. Beckley & Co. decided that where a writ is served on 
a firm under ord. 9, r. 6, and is subsequently served on an in- 
dividual member of that firm, the service of the writ on the firm 
is to count only from the second service, and that therefore any 
judgment based upon the first service only becomes, on such 
second service, an irregular judgment, and, consequently, every 
step taken under it becomes irregular likewise. Though the 
judgment may be years old, and the plaintiff may have realized 
part of it by execution against the firm, if he subsequently serve 
a partner to render him liable under ord. 42, r. 10, his pre- 
viously regular judgment may, on the authority of this case, be 
set aside as having been prematurely entered, And even where 
the partner served does not enter an appearance, it would ap- 
parently be wrong to issue an execution against him, because, 
according to Alden v. Beckley & Co., the mere fact of a second 
service on a partner having been effected is sufficient to render 
the previously existing judgment against the firm invalid. 
The following are the practical results which may be con- 
sidered as having been established by Alden v. Beckley §& Co. :— 
Tn an action against a firm the plaintiff is at liberty to serve the 
writ on the person in control of the business, or on an individual 
partner, or in both of these ways, and on all the oe (ord, 
9, r. 6), but he must decide beforehand whether he is going to 
adopt one or all of these methods of service; and he must on no 
account enter judgment in default against the firm until after 
the expiration of eight days from the last service effected, if he 
effect more than one. Having obtained judgment against a 
firm a plaintiff should on no account serve the writ on any in- 
dividual partner for the p of making that partner pe 
sonally liable under ord, 42, r. 10, but, instead of doing 
he should take out a summons under that rule for leave to issue 
execution against the individual partner under his judgment 
against the firm, which summons he must serve upon the person 
whom he seeks to render liable to execution. : 
Viewed from the point of view of partners sued in the name 
of their firm, this decision relieves them from a danger to which 
they were previously liable. Under the practice above referred 
to a partner served with the writ of summons after judgment 
had been obtained against the firm might have appe asa 
partner, and, in ignorance of the existence of the judgment 
against his firm, have waited his time for defence, whereas he 
was, in fact, immediately on appearing as a partner, liable to 
execution under the previously existing Judgment against the 
firm. 
All that is now required to remove the reproach of injustice, 
which at present rests upon the rules as to partners, is the 
addition of some such rule as that s ante, p. 520, in order 
to afford protection to with a writ of summons as 





tion of the eight days allowed for appearance, he searched for 
appearance in the ordinary way, and if the partner served had 


agg in a firm sued, but who in fact are not partners in such 
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ON THE 17TH SECTION OF THE STATUTE OF 
FRAUDS. 
V, 

Several documents —Sometimes the memorandum of the con- 
tract is contained in separate pieces of paper, one only of 
which is signed. Neither document satisfies the requirements of 
the statute, for each contains a note of part of the contract only, 
and all the documents but one are unsigned. The question 
remains, can the unsigned documents be so far read together 
with the signed document as to constitute ‘“‘a note or memor- 
andum ” within the meaning of the statute ? 

It has been decided that, on the one hand, if the unsigned 
documents are not referred to in or annexed to the signed docu- 
ment, they cannot be read together, and parol evidence is 
inadmissible to shew that they are to be read together; but that, 
on the other hand, if the signed document contains such a refer- 
ence to the unsigned document as will enable it to be identified, 
or if all the documents were tied or fastened together at the 
time of signing, they will together constitute the ‘note in 
wri < ed 
Contents of note—As to the contents of the note in writing, 
the statute requires that it should shew who is to be charged. 
The cases decide that it must also shew in whose favour the obli- 
gation is to be undertaken ; because if it does not, it is impos- 
sible to say that it is a note of a contract, as a man cannot 
contract with the world at large, and a mere statement that A. 
has agreed to buy or to sell a thing, without stating from 
whom he is to buy or to whom he is to sell, cannot be said to 
express the whole terms of the contract, and therefore, as has 
been shewn above, the statute is not satisfied. 

According to the maxim ‘‘ id certum est quod certum reddi potest,” 
it is not necessary that the names of the parties should appear ; 
it suffices if there is such a description of them as will enable 
them to be identified. 

Agent or broker.—If an agent contracts and signs the note in 
his own name, he cannot, if the action is brought against him, 
give evidence that he did not intend to bind himself ( /iggins v. 
Senior, 8 M. & W. 834); but, on the other hand, it is competent 
for the person who brings the action to adduce evidence that the 
contract was really made with the principal, who had chosen to 
describe himself by the name of his agent: Zrueman v. Loder 
(11 A. & E. 589), Calder vy. Dobell (L. R. 6 C- P. 486). 

A broker who expressly buys for his principal without dis- 
closing his name in the sold note is not primd facie personally 
liable to the vendor (Southwell v. Bowditch, 1 C. P. D. 374); but 
he may be held liable on evidence of a usage to that effect 
(Humfrey vy. Dale, 7 E. & B. 266, E. B. & E. 1004; Fleet v. 
Murton, 1. R. 7 Q. B. 126; Pike v. Ongley, 18 Q. B. D. 709), on 
the ground that the liability of the broker is superadded to the 
liability of his principal, and is therefore not inconsistent with 
the sold note: see Elph. N. & C. Interp. 9. 

If a person described as agent in the body of the note signs 
his own name without qualification, he is personally liable: 
(Pain vy. Walker, L. R. 5 Ex. 173); but if he qualifies his signa- 
ture by words shewing that he signed only to bind his principal, 
he is not personally liable: (Deslandis v. Gregory, 2 El. & EL. 
602). 

There is some difficulty in reconciling the decisions as to the 
liability of an agent who, without using language expressing 
that he contracts personally, purports to contract for a principal 
who does not in fact exist. In Kelner v. Barter (L. R. 2 C. P. 
174) it was held that the agent was liable on the contract ; but in 
Hollman vy. Pullin (Cab. & El. 254) it was held that he was not; 
though he might possibly be liable for false representation or 
for breach of warranty of authority. See also Collen v. Wright 
(8 EL. & BL 647). 

Signature.—It will be observed that the signature required is 
that “ of the parties to be charged.” The effect of this language 
is somewhat curious: the contract can be enforced only against the 
person who has signed the memorandum ; #0 that in effect the con- 
tract is or is not good at the election of the party who does not sign 
(Allen y. Bennett, 3 Taunt. 169; Thornton v. Kempster, 5 Taunt. 
786); and a — in writing signed by the party to be 
charged, and verbally assented to by the other, is good or not at 











— 


the election of the latter: Reuss v. Picksley (L. R. 1 Ex. 342) 


(confirming Warner v. Willington, 3 Drew. 523), Smith v. Neale 


(2 C. B, N. 8. 67). 

Bearing in mind that the note in writing is only evidence 
of the existence of the contract, it might be considered that 
it would be sufficient if the note was signed after the action 
was brought, so long as it was signed before the time when it had 
to be produced in evidence; but this is not the case. The con- 
tract must be ‘‘ good ’—+.¢., capable of being enforced at the time 
when the action is brought: Bill v. Bament (9 M. & W. 36). In 
other words, it is sufficient if the note in writing is signed at any 
time after the contract and before the action is brought: see 
Sievewright v. Archibald (17 Q. B., at p. 107), Bailey v. Sweeting 
(9 C. B. N. 8.843). 

In cases where the signature is not in the usual position— 
viz., the end of the document—it is a question of fact to be 
determined by the circumstances of the case whether the signa- 
ture was affixed in recognition of the contract: Saunderson v. 
Jackson (2 B. & P. 238), Schneider vy. Norris (2 M. & 8. 286), 
Johnson v. Dodgson (2 M. & W. 653), Durrell v. Evans (1 H. & C, 
174), Caton vy. Caton (Li. R. 2 E. & TI. App. 127). 








A READING OF THE NEW STATUTES. 
Lunacy Act, 1890 (53 Vict. c. 5). 


Tuts Act consolidates and repeals, not merely the Lunacy Regulation 
Acts of 1853 (16 & 17 Vict. c. 70) and 1862 (25 & 26 Vict. c. 86); the 
Lunacy Acts of 1845 (8 & 9 Vict. c. 100) and 1853 (16 & 17 Vict. c. 
96); the Lunatic Asylums Act, 1853 (16 & 17 Vict. c. 97); the 
Lunacy Acts Amendment Act, 1862 (25 & 26 Vict. c. 111), together 
with a number of minor statutes, but also the Lunacy Acts Amend- 
ment Act, 1889 (52 & 53 Vict. c. 41), which never came into force. It 
also alters the law in numerous and important points. This gigantic 
Act, containing no fewer than 342 sections, will be found carefully 
summarized and discussed in three articles which appeared in our 
columns in April and May last (ante, pp. 395, 414, and 434), to which 
we refer our readers. The Lunacy Rules, 1890, were similarly sum- 
marized and discussed ante, p. 654. 


Commissioners for Oaths Amendment Act, 1890 (5; Vict. c. 7). 

This little Act is wrongly entitled: it ought to have been styled 
the County Courts Act (1888) Amendment Act. Section 83 of that 
Act provides that an affidavit to be used in a county court may be 
sworn before (among other persons specified) ‘‘ any commissioner to 
administer oaths in the Supreme Court not being a registrar.” The 
present Act provides that such an affidavit may be sworn before “ any 
commissioner to administer oaths in the Court of Chancery of the 
County Palatine of Lancaster not being a registrar of a county 
court.” The power of the Chancellor of the County Palatine to 
— commissioners to administer oaths in the Palatine Chancery 

urt appears to have been bestowed by 17 Geo. 2, c. 7; and as that 
statute was repealed by the Commissioners for Oaths Act, 1889, 
without any provision being made for the future appointment of such 
limited commissioners, it would seem that the operation of the present 
Act will cease with the lives of the present commissioners. It will be 
observed that the Act enables Palatine commissioners to administer 
oaths to be used in any county court, and not merely in any Lancashire 
county court. 





Customs and Inland Revenue Act, 1890 (53 Vict. c. 8). 

The changes introduced by this Act as to stamps were stated ante, 
p-. 615. Of the remaining provisions it is only necessary to notice 
those contained in sections 23 and 24 with re to income tax. Sec- 
tion 23 provides for the repayment by the commissioners of a certain 
amount of the tax in cases where a loss has been sustained during the 
year of assessment, The rule (5 & 6 Vict. c. 35, 8. 100) which provides 
that duty is to be charged in respect of the average profits, calcu- 
lated from the previous three years, does not appé&r to allow of such 
loss being taken into account, but now, where any person shall sustain 
‘a loss in any trade, manufacture, adventure, or concern, or profes- 
sion, employment, or vocation carried on by him either solely or in 
partnership, or in the occupation of lands for the purpose of hus- 
Coder only,” he may, on giving notice in writing to the local sur- 
veyor of taxes within six months after the year of assessment, apply 
to the commissioners, and they, upon the loss being proved, are to 
authorize repayment of ‘‘s0 much of the sum paid for income tax as 
would represent the tax upon income equal to the amount of loss.” 
Section 24 will be less popular. It contemplates the case of a person 
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dying without making a full return for the current year of assess- 
ment, and authorizes the making of an assessment in respect of 
profits accrued prior to his death at any time within the year of assess- 
ment or four months after. The assessment is to be made on his! 
executors or administrators, and the amount is to be a debt due from 
and payable out of the estate. The executors and i are 
left without any voice in the matter, and, no appeal being expressly 
given, it is doubtful whether one can be brought, 


CORRESPONDENCE, 
“LAW REPORTS,” NEW SERIES. 


[Zo the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal. ]} 


Sir,—As an annual subscriber from the commencement of the issue 
of the Law Reports I am sorry to find the council propose to wind up 
the current series at the end of this year and to begin a new series 
with the year 1891. It appears to me that it would be preferable to 
continue the present series to the end of 1899, and commence the new 
one with 1900. None of the present series will have then run into three 
figures, and it isno more difficult to quote 94 Ch. D. than it is at 
present 44 Ch. D. The difficulty would of course arise in 1900, but 
for the next ten years let us go on as we are. The reason given for 
the proposed change appears to me to be wholly inadequate. 

If the change is made the future quotation will involve using no 
less than seven different letters of the alphabet—viz., 1 L. R. Q. B. 
D. N. §., and in one case nine letters—viz., 1 L. R. P. D. & A. D. 
N. 8., with its abundant risk of mistakes. 

T hope the Law Reports Council will reconsider the matter. 

Bristol, Sept. 16. JOHN MILLER. 





THE NEW NOMENCLATURE, 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal. ] 


Sir,—The observation once made by Lord Chief Justice Cock- 
burn, that ‘‘ No power on earth can efface the memory of the common 
law,” is being singularly illustrated. 

After having been decently interred for about fifteen years, 
‘“‘attorneys”’ are revisiting the glimpses of the moon; that is to say, 
registered patent attorneys’? are now in our midst, as may be seen 
from a prominent advertisement on the front page of recent issues of |. 
the Times. There is a concord of sweet sound, as well as simplicity, 
in the new designation; that it savours of the unctuosity of Dr. 
Pangloss is a matter of little moment. But ibly it will be 
deplored that just a tinge of uncertainty about the “attorneys” will 
mar the sonorous effect. 

One would not, of course, turn to the Law List, or the Incorporated 
Law Society’s Calendar, or the Register of Patent Agents, to find 
‘registered patent attorneys” ; where, then, is the habitation of the 
register of the august body? and, unde derivatur, “‘ registered patent 
ottorney” ? 

To view a captured specimen, duly labelled, say, at the Incor- 

rated Law Society’s hall, or at the court usually occupied by Mr. 

ustice Kay, might be of interest, if only to legal antiquaries and 
others to whom Pope’s allusion to ‘ vile attorneys” is obscure. 
28, Holford-square, W.C. Gero. E. Sotomon. 





POWERS OF LEASING. 
[Z'o the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.] 

Sir,—A will settling real estate in strict settlement contains a power 
for the tenant for life to grant building leases, so as in every such lease 
there be contained powers of distress and entry for the non-payment 
of the rents thereby reserved for twenty-one days, and also powers of 
entry and perception of profits in case of non-payment for forty days, 
and there being no sufficient distress, and power in case rent in arrear 
for three months after notice to enter and avoid lease. 

Will you kindly give us your opinion whether a lease by the tenant 
for life would be valid if it contained a power to enter A. | avoid lease 
if rent unpaid for forty days only ? e clauses and words omitted 
would, if inserted, be in favour of the lessee, and against the lessor. 
Any authorities on the point would oblige. SUBSCRIBERS. 


Assuming that the only provisions of the power which are not 
followed in fhe lease are those given in italics, Doe v. Lock (2 A. & E, 
705, 741) is an authority in favour of the validity of the lease; see 
also Sugden on Powers, p. 824; Farwell on Powers, p. 505; and the 
remarks of Best, J., in Smith v. Harl Jersey (3 Bligh, at Ps 339) as to 
the general construction of powers of leasing.—Eb. 8. J.) 





SHERIFFS’ FEES, 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.) 
Sir,—On @ debt of £52 14s. 8d., on an abortive execution, I have to 





pay, as the charge of the officer of the Sheriff of Kent, the 

amount of £13 16s. I really think some alteration should be 

as to the sheriffs’ , ApsLeY E. Briant, 
1, Broad-street-buildings, London, E.C, 





AN ADVERTISING SOLICITOR, 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.) 
‘“‘Law.—REFORM IN CHARGES, 


‘‘ A Solicitor of long experience conducts Com ing on lo 
Building Society —viz., £2 2s. per deed. collected 
nominal fee, reversions negotiated.—Solicitor, 24, Maitland-park- 


road, N.W.” 


What is the profession coming to when one of its members inserts 
the above advertisement, which appeared in the Standard of Wednes- 
day, the 10th inst. ? A Lonpon SUBSCRIBER. 





NEW ORDERS, &c. 
HIGH COURT OF JUSTICE—CHANCERY DIVISION, 
ORDER OF COURT. 
Tuesday, the 2nd day of September, 1890, 
WHEREAS, from the present state of the business before Mr. Justice 
Chitty, Mr. Justice North, Mr. Justice Stirling, and Mr. Justice 
Kekewich respectively, it is expedient that a portion of the Causes 


assigned to Mr. Justice Chitty, Mr. Justice North, and Mr, Justice 
Stirling should, for the p only of a or of Trial, be trans- 
ferred to Mr. Justice Kekewich ; Now I, the Right Honourable 


Hardinge Stanley, Baron Halsbury, Lord High Chancellor of Great 
Britain, do vere Order that the pod yam and Matters set 
forth in the Schedules hereto be accordingly transferred from the said 
Mr. Justice Chitty, Mr. Justice North, and Mr. Justice Stirling to 
Mr. Justice Kekewich, for the purpose only of gay Pg’ of Trial, 
and be marked in the Cause Books accordingly. And this Order is to 
be dean up ty he Dae er ea several Offices of the 
Chancery Division of the High Court of Justice. 


FIRST SCHEDULE, 
From Mr. Justice Currry. 
1890. 


Davies v Ellis 1889 D 709 March 20 

Hill v Zeffertt — Pp a and Bi 

Carter v Robinson 

Parker v The Horbury Local Board 1889 P 2,749 March 22 

In re Samuel Rees, dec Rees v Jones 1889 R 489 March 24 

Townson v Jesson (Leicester DR) 1889 T 445 March 24 

Ellmer v The London and Colonial Finance Corporation, ld 1889 E 
1,342 March 26 ’ 

Sampson v The Royal Aquarium and Summer and Winter Garden Society, 
dle y Cleaver 1880. P 2,296 April 1 

Peddle v Cleaver 1 R : 

Breeden v The Automatic Box Co, ld 1888 B 3,432 April 9 

Riche v Erlam 1889 R 1,804 April 9 

Gathorne-Hardy v Rogers 1889 2,433 April 12 

Veness v Geary age MY by aalt 16 na 

Creasy v Dummere 1 April 

yon A de Galve v Forwood Brothers. 1889 D 1,282 April 19 \... 

The South Staffordshire re Co v The Marquess of Anglesey 
1889 S 2,204 A 

In re SS Smith, dec How v Mee 1889 S 3,797 April 19 

Tucker v Kaye 1889 T 1,876 A 22 

Woollranch v Woollranch 1890 41 22 

Barran & Son v Atkinson 1889 B 5,433 grew 

Walwyn v Earl of Shrewsbury 1890 W 851 April 23 

Eves v Tooth 1890 E 68 April 23 

Barrett & Elers, ld v Goolden & Co 1889 


B 3,164 April 28 

5 ny Sue Sais SS eee egg S 3, April 29 

mv Cook 1890 April 
The Bristol Bre re “gh ene 1890 B 164 April 29 
F W Mansell & v British Linen Co. Bank 1889 M _ 2,822 
on by 
Wright v Law 1890 W 768 = * 
Cummins v mt 1889 C 2, og May 

Co 1899 D 56 May 16 


Dairy v Bailey 
SECOND SCHEDULE. 
From Mr. Jvsticn Noxrtu. 
1890. 


In re Holmes Farrer v Edelston 1887 H 491 Jan 9 
1889 W ' Jan 15 


Scholes v Brook 1889 8 Jan 16 
Black v Lee 1889 B 2, Jan 16 
Russell v Smith 1889 R 1,944 Jan 16 
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Weatherall v Pitt Thompson v Weatherall 1889 W 1,925 Jan 20 

Williams v Bird 1887 W 1,468 Jan 21 

Barnett v Taylor 1889 B 4,468 Jan 23 

Potter v The Passburg Grains Syndicate, ld 1889 P 1,732 Jan 24 

Bigwood v Same 1889 B 3,363 Jan 24 

In re Staley Staley v Goodwin 1889 S 3,320 Jan 25 

Collard v Ramuz 1889 C 4,217 Jan 29 

Turnock v Sartoris Turnock v Green 1888 T 616 Jan 29 

Shaw v Ritchie 1890 S 2,915 Feb1l 

Banks v Johnson 1890 B 306 Feb5 

Walton v Boone 1889 W 2,516 Feb7 

Bowes v Purdue 1889 B 4,634 Feb 10 

Hornsey Local Board v Elder 1889 H 155 Feb 13 

Pountney v Fuller 1889 P 1,315 Feb 13 

Hart v Hyde 1889 H 2,946 March 31 

Gallv Grain 1880 G 58 April 1 

Hazeldine v Hazeldine 1889 H 300 April 3 

Rickett v Bennett 1890 R 125 April 3 

Harrison, Ainslie, & Co v Mayor, &c, of Barrow-in-Furness 1889 H 
4,264 April 3 

Ballard v Hover 1889 B 3,227 April 9 

Bates v Bouffler 1889 B 227 April 11 

Cochrane v Stone 1889 C 4,055 April 12 

Buckland v Mills 1889 B 3,499 April 19 

In re SirS H K Lacon Laconv Lacon 1889 L 2,195 April 21 

Hopkinson v Ingleton Improvement Co,1ld 1889 H 715 April 22 

Gilson v Cheeswright 1890 G 65 April 23 

Avery vA Wood & Sons 1889 A 796 April 30 

Prew v Sanders 1889 P 2,629 April 30 

Tweed v Death 1889 T 2,165 May 2 

Griffith v Evans 1889 G 2,284 May 3 

Halford v Hyam 1889 H 2,729 May 8 

Leav Smart 1889 L 1,516 May 10 

Roberts v Peckham 1890 R 338 May 14 

Alexander v Wolsey 1890 A 403 May 14 

Stavert v The Passburg Grains Syndicate 1889 S 3,185 June 3 


THIRD SCHEDULE. 
From Mr. Justice Srimuive. 
1888. 
Smiley v Prinney 1887 S 1,418 Dec 13 


1889. 
Saxlehner v Apollinaris Co,ld 1887 S 4,775 April 24 
In re W G Senior Powell & ors v Senior 1889 S 789 Dec 16 


1890. 


Williams v Marshall 1889 W 2,825 Jan9 
Howard v Golland 1889 H 1,780 Jan 20 
JBOrr&Co,ldvJBOrr 1889 J 1,611 Jan 24 
Howard v Butcher 1889 H 2,822 Jan 24 

Steers v Rogers 1889 S 2,233 Feb3 

Grindley v Harris 1889 G 1,897 Feb5 

Bullock v Smale 1889 B 3,528 Feb 5 

The British Tanning Co, 1d v Groth 1889 B 4,690 Feb6 
Bayley v Mason 1889 B 3,448 Feb7 

Hulme v Savage 1889 H 252 Feb 13 

Bibby v Chetwynd, Bart 1889 B 1,287 Feb14 


po liye end 1889 C 572 Febl5 

vCoulson 1889 C 1,919 Feb17 

Baiss vy Shaw 1889 B 2,622 Feb18 

United Telephone Co, 1d vy Cox-Walker 1889 U 293 Feb 20 
Crisp vHoughton 1889 (€ 4,283 Feb 21 

Mayar v Begaerts 1389 M 2,853 Feb 21 

Goulton v Cooke 1889 G 2,460 Feb 25 


Recap 1887 P 1,462 Feb 27 
vy Wenman 1889 F 1,434 March7 


Attorney-General vy Edwards 1889 A 1,560 March7 
David v Brushfield 1889 D 1,346 March 10 
v Thomas 1889 8S 4,366 March 11 
vyCumming 1889 B 958 March 11 
Bentley v Manchester, Sheffield, and Lincolnshire Ry Co 1889 B 2,115 
March 12 
1889. 
Michell vy Ecker 1889 M 1,683 Dec 17 
1890. 
Clifford vy Wilmot 1887 C 922 March 13 
Dodson v Dodson 1889 D 460 March 13 
Gisborne v ing Appliances Co,ld 1889 G 916 March 15 
Palframan v z 1890 P 19 March 27 
Thronsen v Jacobe & Co 1889 T 1,947 April 10 
Tomlin vy H RB Baines & Co,1d 1890 T 85 April 11 
Gardner v Conucher 1390 G 168 April 14 
London, FAdinburgh, & Glasgow Assce Co, ld vy Turner 1889 L 2,387 
oA 


v Colbran 1890 8 8 April 16 
v Amburst Amburet vy Ellis 1859 HB 1,112 April 18 
Martin vy Hemeworth 1889 M 1,599 April 19 


Harssvry, C. 





CASES OF THE WEEK. 


Before the Vacation Judge. 
BELLAMY vy. WELLS—10th, 12th, and 17th September. 
Insunction—Notsy ENTERTAINMENTS—INIJURY TO ADJOINING PROPERTY. 


This was an application by adjoining owners for an injunction to restrain 
certain noisy entertainments alleged to be carried on at the Pelican Club, 
Gerrard-street, Soho. The defendant is the proprietor of the club, and it 
was now asked that he might be restrained until the trial of the action 
from using, or permitting it to be used, for the purpose of glove fights, 
boxing, music, or in any other way whereby a nuisance was occasioned, 
The nuisance complained of was chiefly noise occasioned by contests in the 
prize ring on the club premises, and the crowds which such contests caused 
to assemble in the street, smoking concerts, whistlmg for cabs, and other 
alleged annoyances of a like nature. It was contended on behalf of the 
applicants that the courts would restrain persons from having entertain- 
ments on their own land if the consequence was that crowds of noisy 
people collected outside: Walker v. Brewster (L. R. 5 Eq. 25), Rex v. Moore 
(3 B. & A. 184), Inchbald v. Robinson (L. R. 4 Ch. 388), and Ball v. Ray 
(L. R. 8 Ch. 467). It was no answer to evidence which shewed that people 
were prevented from sleeping and from free access to their houses to say that 
the defendant could not help it and did not want the crowds if they were 
the probable consequence of what was done. To use a house as a fighting 
club was clearly an unusual purpose, and it was clear that what had been 
done was going to be repeated. The entertainment season at the club 
began in October, and a fight had already been advertised to take 
place in that month. On behalf of the defendant it was contended that 
in order to be entitled to an interlocutory injunction it was necessary that 
the plaintiffs should have a clear title to sue. They must have a clear and 
strong case, and they must come to the court promptly. None of these 
conditions had been fulfilled in the present case : Mott v. Shoolbred (L. R. 20 

. 22), Jones v. Chappell (Li. R. 20 Eq. 539), Simpson v. Savage (1 C. B. N.S. 
347), Mumford v. Oxford and Wolverhampton Railway Co. (1 H. & N. 34). All 
the plaintiffs but one were reversioners, and had no right of action: 
Cooper v. Crabtree (19 Ch. D. 193, 20 Ch. D. 589), Rust v. Victoria 
Graving Dock Co. (36 Ch. D. 113). Further, this was an action for 
a private nuisance, and nothing else, and general evidence such as had been 
given was not admissible. It was not an action by the Attorney-General 
for a general public nuisance. The facts were oath against oath, and it was 
impossible to grant an injunction safely without cross-examination : Gaunt 
v. Finney (L. R. 8 Ch. 8), Harrison v. Good (L. R. 11 Eq. 338), Mogul Steam- 
ship Co. v. Macgregor (15 Q. B. D. 476), Challender v. Royle (36 Ch. D. 425). 
Then the plaintiffs had not been sufficiently prompt in coming to the court. 


"| There were three glove fights which were complained of. The first took 


place in November, 1889, the second in February, 1890, and the third in 
June, 1890. No complaint was ever made to the club committee, and it 
was not until August, 1890, that the writ was issued. 


Lawrance, J., refused the application. His lordship said that he had 
taken time to consider his judgment in order that he might again read the 
affidavits to see if it were possible to come to a satisfactory conclusion in 
respect of them. He was sorry to say that he had not been able to recon- 
cile the divers statements which were made in the affidavits. The motion 
was to restrain the defendant from using or permitting to be used the 
Pelican Club for glove fights, boxing, and in other ways so as to cause a 
nuisance to the plaintiffs. By far the most serious part of the case against 
the defendant was that which had regard to the glove fights, which it was 
said caused crowds to assemble outside and made a disturbance in the 
street. Several legal points were taken on behalf of the defendant on the 
general question which it was not necessary to notice under the circum- 
stances. The question to be decided was whether the plaintiffs had made 
out such a case as to entitle them to an injunction. It was quite impos- 
sible, after carefully reading, to find where the truth lay in the affidavits 
which had been put in. One side said that Gerrard-street was formerly a 
perfect ise, which was turned into a bear garden and a howling wil- 
derness by the Pelican Club. On the other side it was said that the neigh- 
bourhood had been entirely altered in its character and improved morally, 
socially, and in every other way, and that, so far from complaining of the 
Pelican Club, people in that district ought to be delighted to have it. 
Under those circumstances there could be no hesitation in saying that the 
affidavits on both sides were considerably exaggerated. The case could 
only be treated as if a witness had been before the court and had exagger- 
ated, in which case the court would not implicitly rely wpon him. The 
case for the plaintiffs had been considerably exaggerated, and the case for 
the defendant equally so. The endeavour of the court must be to steer 
between the two. The case was one in which there must be considerable 
difficulty and doubt, but considering that the worst charge against the 
defendant was the glove fights, of which only one had taken place in three 
months, the conclusion arrived at was that the injury which was caused to 
the plaintiffs was not such as to entitle them to an infunction. It seemed 
clear that the action could be forwarded and tried within a reasonable 
time. There might be one glove fight more, and if that were so it would 
really be at the peril of the defendant. It was not for the court to point 
out the duty of the defendant, but it seemed, at any rate, that there was 
no necessity to publish in the newspapers the time when the fights would 
take place. In the face of the difficulty in finding some safe ground on 
which to rely after reading all the conflicting a vits, the conclusion 
arrived at was not to grant the injunction pa | for by the plaintiffs. The 
motion would be dismissed, the costa to be costs in the pd mag CounsEL, 
Sir A, Watson, Q.C., and Rowden; Marten, Q.C., and Martelli, Sortrcrrons, 
Holt, Beever, & Co. ; Hasties & Co, 
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BOTTOMLEY v. SMITH—12th September. 


[NsUNCTION—PUBLICATION OF ALLEGED LrgLLovs ArtIcLES—REFvsaL 
or APPLICATION. 


This was an application for an injunction to restrain the defendant from 
publishing certain articles alleged to be libellous in the Vanguard news- 

per with reference to the Hansard Publishing Union and the plaintiff. 
Ime articles complained of were entitled ‘‘ The Lord Mayor’s Catechism,” 
and ‘‘ Bottomley the Impeccable,’’ but they were not fully read in open 
eourt. There had been for some time disputes between the parties, and 
yarious actions were pending between them, one being an action for libel 
prought by the plaintiff against the defendant, and another a similar 
action brought by the defendant against the plaintiff. It was contended 
on behalf of the defendant that the present application was not a Vacation 
case at all, and that the question was one which ought to be fought out before 
a jury. A person who was himself guilty of wrong could not claim equity, 
and the defendant alleged that the plaintiff had published a libel on him, 
and had paid £1,000 in order to get it put into the paper. The articles 
which it was sought to restrain were attacks on certain schemes which had 
been put before the public, their object being to prevent the public putting 
their money into those schemes. They were not libels on the plaintiff 
whatever they might be in respect of the Lord Mayor, and it was not a case 
in which the court should interfere: Quartz Hill Consolidated Gold Co. v. 
Beal (20 Ch. D. 501). 

Lawrance, J., said that the conclusion he had arrived at was that the 
case was not one in which the court could make an order restraining the 
defendant from publishing the articles in question. It was true that more 
was intended by them than met the eye, but they reflected more on the 
Lord Mayor than on anybody else. So far as the plaintiff was concerned it 
was not a case in which the court could interfere.—Covunse., Marten, Q.C., 
and Lynch ; Witt. Soxscrrors, W. Webb § Co. ; Ranger, Burton, § Matthews. 








LAW SOCIETIES. 


INCORPORATED LAW SOCIETY. 
AnnvatL Provincia MEETING. 


The seventeenth annual provincial meeting of the society will be held in 
the University College, Shakespeare-street, Nottingham, on Tuesday and 
Wednesday, the 7th and 8th of October next, and the proceedings will be 
as follows :— 

Monday, October 6.—His Worship the Mayor of Nottingham and the 
Mayoress will receive the president and the members of the society at the 
Castle Museum in the evening. 

Tuesday, October 7.—The president of the Nottingham Incorporated 
Law Society, Mr. Henry Wing, will receive the members attending the 
meeting at 11 a.m., and the president of the Incorporated Law Society 
will afterwards take the chair and deliver his address. This will be followed 
by the reading of papers contributed by members of the society. The 
meeting will adjourn from ].30 to 2.30 for luncheon, and close at 4.30. In 
the evening the members attending the meeting will dine together, the 
president of the Nottingham Incorporated Law Society taking the chair. 
Tickets for the dinner will be 30s. each. Mrs. McCraith, the wife of the 
vice-president of the Nottingham Incorporated Law Society, will receive 
the ladies attending with members at an ‘“‘at home”’ at the Exchange 
Rooms, Market-place. 

Wednesday, October 8.—The meeting will be resumed at 11 a.m., when 
the reading of papers and discussions thereon will bé continued. The 
meeting will adjourn from 1.30 to 2.30 for luncheon, and close at 4.30. 
On this evening there will be a special private performance at the Theatre 
Royal. 

On Thursday, October 9, arrangements will be probably made for an 
excursion through the Dukeries and Sherwood Forest. 

Zach member will be entitled to take one lady to the Mayor’s reception, 
to the theatre, and to the excursion. 





LAW STUDENTS’ JOURNAL. 
STUDENTS’ STATUTES OF THE SESSION. 


Expmine Laws Contryvance Act (53 & 54 Vict. c. 49).—This Act con- 
tinues until the 31st of December, 1891, among other statutes, the Promis- 
sory Notes Act, 1863, Sunday Observances Prosecutions, Parliamentary 
Electi-ns, Employers’ Liability, Corrupt and Mlegal Practices, and Shop 
Hours’ Regulation Acts. 

Tue Brus or Sate Acr (53 & 54 Vict. c. 53) exempts from section 
9 of the Bills of Sale Act, 1882, an instrument hypothecating or declaring 
trusts of imported goods during the interval between the discharge of the 
goods from the importing ship and their deposit in a warehouse, faccory, 
or store, or their being reshipped for export or delivered to a purchaver. 

Tenants’ Comprnsation Acr (53 & 54 Vict. c, 57).—Where a person 
occupies land under a contract of tenancy with a mortgagor which is not 
binding on the mortgagee, he shall be entitled, as against the mortgagee 
taking ~ssion, to compensation for crops, improvements, tillages, 
&c., under the Agricultural Holdings Acts, customs of the country, &e. 
Before the mort deprives the occupier of possession, otherwise than 
in acco th the contract, he shall give six months’ notice in writing 








of his intention to the occupier, and on vation compensation shall 
be due to the occupier for his crops and improvements. 
Section 3.—Where compensation for improvements is under 
section 31 of the Agricultural Hol Act, 1883, the c shall be 
registered under the Land Charges ion and Searches Act, 1888. 


Compantes (Memoranpvm or Association) Acr (53 & 54 Vict. c. 62) 
allows a company, by special resolution and leave of the court, to alter 
its memorandum of association with to the objects of the company 
if it appears that the alteration is req in order to enable the com- 
pany (a) to carry on its business more economically; (4) to attain its 
main purpose by new or improved means; (c) to 
local area of its operations; (d) to carry on some 
conveniently be combined with the company’s business. 

Section 2 (1).—The order, together with the memorandum as altered, to 
be delivered within fifteen days from the order to the Registrar of Joint- 
Stock Companies for registration. 

Companres (Wixprvc up) Acr (53 & 54 Vict. c. 63) assimilates the wind- 
ing up of companies very considerably to the procedure in bankruptcy. 

Section 4.—On an order being made the official receiver shall become 
liquidator and shall continue to act until some other person is appointed. 

Section 6.—The official receiver shall summon separate meetings of the 
creditors and contributories for the purpose of determining whether an 
application shall be made to the court for appointing a liquidator in place 
of the official liquidator and a committee of i ion. 

Section 7.—Requires the directors and secretary to submit within four- 
teen days a verified statement of the debts, liabilities, and assets of the 
company, &e. 

Section 10.—The court may order any delinquent directors, officers, and 
promoters to restore property or money improperly misapplied or retained, 
and to contribute sums of money to the assets by way of compensation for 
any misfeasance, breach of trust, &c. 

Section 12.—The liquidator of a company which is being wound up by 
the court may, with the sanction of the court or the committee of inspec- 
tion, bring or defend actions, employ a solicitor, &c. 

Section 15.—If winding up is not concluded within one year, liquidator 
to send particulars of the position of the winding up to the Registrar of 
Joint-Stock Companies. 

Section 34.—The Act operates from January 1, 1891. 








LEGAL NEWS. 
OBITUARY. 


Sir Wriu1am HarpMan, barrister, died on the 12th inst. He was the son 
of Mr. William Bridge Hardman, and was born at Bury, Lancashire, in 
1828. He was educated at the Bury Grammar School and Trinity College, 
Cambridge. He was called to the bar in 1852, and for some time practised 
at the equity bar. He was appointed chairman of the second court of the 
Surrey Sessions about the year 1871, and in 1877 succeeded to the chair- 
manship of the first court. In 1868 he was — recorder of King- 
ston-on-Thames. In 1885 he received the honour of knighthood, in 
recognition of his services as an unpaid judge at the Surrey Sessions. He 
was also an alderman of the Surrey County Council. In 1868 Mr. Hard- 
man unsuccessfully contested East Surrey. He was for eighteen years 
editor of the Morning Post. 


—_— 


APPOINTMENTS. 
Mr. W. H. Hutton, solicitor (of the firm of Ransom & Hutton), of Not- 
tingham, has been appointed a Commissioner for Oaths. 
Mr. Ratru Garirrry, barrister-at-law, has been appointed Registrar of 
Designs and Trade-Marks. Mr. Griffin was called to the bar in 1831, 
having obtained a studentship at the examination in Trinity Term, 1879. 





CHANGES IN PARTNERSHIPS. 
Dissoivtrons. 

Cuartes Houi.ann Srorr and Atrrep Wau, solicitors, Rochdale and 
Heywood (Stott, Son, & Wallis). September 1. The practice will con- 
tinue to be carried on at Rochdale by the said Charles Holland Stott, 
and the stice at Heywood will continue to be carried on by the said 
Alfred Wallis. 

Jounxn Kye Wricut and Saucer Privy, solicitors, 29, Bedford-row, 
London, W.C., and Ealing (Wright & Pilley). September 9. The said 
Samuel a. will continue the business under the present style or 
firm of Wright & Pilley. [Gezetic, Sept. 12, 


GENERAL, 

Sir Horace Davey, Q.C., M.P., has left Fernhurst, near Haslemere, on a 
visit to Scotland. 

It is stated that Lord Justice Bowen has been staying at Hombang 
during the last fortnight, and that his health has much improved since he 
went abroad. 

The report of the Select Committee appointed by the House of Commons 
to inquire into Town Holdings, the appointment of a com- 
mittee on the same subject next session, was issued on the 15th inst. 


The stewdemy says that a collection of all the existing copyright laws and 
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treaties is being prepared by Mr. G. Hedeler, of Leipsic, and the first part» 
containing Germany, Austria, Switzerland, France, Italy, Great Britain, 
and the United States, will be published in a few days. This collection 
differs from all previous works of the kind, on the one hand, in containing 
the exact text of the enactments, and, on the other, in the omission of all 
obsolete matter. 


The Albany Law Journal says that ‘‘ Judge Veazey, of the Supreme Court 
of Vermont, has received the distinguished honour of the command of the 
Grand Army of the Republic. He is a graduate of the Albany Law School, 
a sound lawyer, a modest and patriotic citizen, who rendered efficient ser- 
vice to his country in the Civil war.” If similar honours were open to 
judges in this country, we have a Lord Justice and a learned judge of the 
Chancery Division who would be well qualified for them. 


At the Leeds Revision Court, on the 15th inst., an objection was raised 
to the validity of a form of objection sent to the overseers by Mr. Gale, 
the decision of which point affected about 700 other objections. The 
objection sent took the following form :—‘‘ I give you notice that I object 
to the following names being retained on the voters’ lists.’’ This was signed 
by Mr. Gale, and following the signature came a list of persons objected 
to. It was urged that the names ought to have been above the signature 
instead of below it. Mr. T. S. Soden, the revising barrister, held that the 
form of objection was invalid, but granted a case for appeal. 

Paris solicitors, says the Daily News, are an exceedingly conservative 
body, as the promoters of a new Socialistic organ to be called Le Parti 
Ouvrier (the Working Man’s Party) have found to their extreme annoyance. 
The paper was to be floated by a limited liability company, and the necessary 
capital was subscribed. But then the French law requires that a certain 
proportion of the money should be deposited in the hands of a solicitor as 
a guarantee of good faith before operations are begun, and in vain has the 
French capital up to the present been ransacked for a man of law who 
will give his professional services in furthering this project. With some, 
the proposed sub- title of the paper, ‘‘ Organ of the Socialist Workmen of 
Seuiee and Algeria,”’ was enough to give “the alarm, and not one of them 
could stand the description of the promoters as ‘‘citizens.’’ In this 
dilemma, an appeal has been made to the Garde des Sceaux, or as we 
should say to the Lord Chancellor, and that official has to decide the difficult 
question whether he is on the one hand to permit a syndicate of solicitors 
to dictate the policy of a new newspaper, or, on the other, to allow certain 
persons to disregard the formal requirements of the law. 


BIRTHS, MARRIAGES, AND DEATHS. 
BIRTH. 


8, at Harrow, the wife of H. Templer Prior, of 25, Abingdon-street, West- 
Harrow-on-the-Hill, solicitor, of a son (stillborn). 


MARRIAGES. 
Eowarps—Twerpae.—Sept. 11, at Dewsbury, Trevor Caswell Edwards, of Wakefield, 
, to Jane, third og of John Tweedale, The Moorlands, Dewsbury. 
Wearnrenzav—Goovy. —Sept. 11, at Lion-walk Congregational Church, Colchester, 
Weatherhead, of Eaton- «Bas Colchester, to Florence Esther, eldest daughter of 
Heary Goody, solicitor, Eastwell House, Colchester. 


DEATHS. 
Coorre.— Sept. 6, at Fulham, George Henry Cooper, barrister-at-law, of the Inner Temple 
and Western Circuit, aged 68. | 
Hazpuay. A a 12, at St. Leonard’s-on-Sea, Sir William Hardman, Q.C., Chairman of 
Surrey Sessions and Recorder of Kingston-on-Thames, aged 62. 


Prior. Pty 2 
minster, and 


WINDING UP NOTICES. 
London Gazette,—Fripar, Sept. 12. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES, 
Limirep 1x Cuaxcery. 
Rete Ieox Co, Laxrren—Petn for winding up, presented Sept 9, directed to be 
heard before the Vacation Judge on Wednesday, Sept 24. Eldridge, Parliament st, 
Westminster, agent for Archer, Stockton on Tees, (F~, for petners 
IsreexaTiox st Brock axo Susue Acexey, Laurrev —Petn for winding up, presented 
to be heard before the Vacation Judge on Wednesday, Sept 24 Hurrell 
«& Queen Victoria xt, solors for petner 
Lawkesce Avronatic Gas Co, Liuitep—Petn for winding up, presented Sept 10, directed 
pe a North, J, on Saturday, Oct 25 Hindson-Miller & Vernon, Moorgate 
Presax Isvesruest Conroratios, Linrreo—Petn for winding up, presented Sept 11, 
directed to be heard before Chitty, J, on Saturday, Oct 25 Musgrave & Braby, Gresham 
strect, solors for petner 
Tivos, a Petn for winding up, presented Sept 10, directed to be heard before 
on Ot 5 Nicholson & Co, Coleman st, solors for petner 
Wrrssan Wine utes & Co, Lanvren—Petn for winding up, presented Sept 10, ‘directed to 
he Mirling, J, on Oct  Yewdall & Co, Henrietta st, Covent garden, 
agents tor Ward, Batley, solor tor petner 
Waovnorer axsyp Bawsox Exvetess Cowrzact axp Maixtexaxce Co, Lauren 
Creditors are required, on or betore Oct 11, to send their namex and addrennes, and the 





A dette or aims, to Gustavus Adolphus Steinthal, 41, Piccadilly, 
Wate & © ‘0, Bradtord, nolors for liquidator 
PRIENDLY SOCIETIES DISSOLVED. 
Society, 426, Com- 


Sarno Esosssw Maeree Marixens’ Peovivest axw Perrworues 
merial ri, Laniport, Southampton Seyt 10 


Linton Gazttse,—TCrevay, Regt. 16. 
JOINT BTOCK COMPANIES. 
Lamirep ix Cuaxceny 
Horr, Vers, Srv, axp Tix-Prare Co, Lanvrev—Creditors are required, on or before 
oem, t ty send their namex and aAdremes, and the particular: of their dette or Claims, 
ty Kepert Tusterville #anith., Tettemball, Woh verhassytn 
Kerra Overen Co, Lanrrio—Creditors are required, on or before Oct 14, to send 
ther namex and aAArenen, and the particulars of their detts or daims, to Zillwood 
Milledge, 74 74, & oteeen st, Downe 





| Lesconty, Wittian, Plymouth, J.P, Dee 2, 





Wen tock Switurieip Co, Linrrep—Credito: 
their names and addresses, and the pone lb hag 
Haslewood, Much Wenlock, solors for the company 
Wotvernampron Lisrary New Buitpine Co, Limrrecp—Creditors are u > ON oF 
before Oct 24, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of thelr a debts or 
claims, to Charles Brown Smith, 82, Darlington street, Wolverhampton 


uired, on or before Sept 26, to seng 
their debts or claims, to Cooper & 





CREDITORS’ NOTICES. 
UNDER 22 & 23 VICT. CAP 35. 
London Gazette,—Fripay, Sept. 12. 
Bartoy, Epwarp, Preston, Broker. Oct 27, Willan, Preston 


Bitisox, Witt1aM, Welford, Northampton, Bookseller. Nov 4. 
borough 

Bissitt, Cuartes Epwarp, New Sleaford, Lines, Solicitor. Nov 6. Millington & 
Simpson, New Sleaford 

Bootuey, Rosert, Norton, Derby, Farmer. Oct 25. Parker & Brailsford, Sheffield 


Bouton, end Shelton, Staffs, Manufacturer of Earthenware. Nov 1. Holtom, Stoke 
upon t 

Boyes, Hesry, Ebury st, formerly Merchant, Oct 31. Byrne, Surrey st 

Brapiey, Wittiam Pratt, Sutton Maddock, Salop, Esq. Nov 4. 


Broseley 
Bromwicn, Jouy, Birmingham, Maltster. Oct 13. Blackham & Taylor, Birmingham 
Oct 14. Buchanan & 


Brookes, Ricnarp Sranwortru, High Holborn, Medical Botanist. 
Rogers, Basinghall st 
Brooks, Tuomas, Filton, Glos, Butcher. Oct 11. Sturge, Bristol 
Oct 21. Mullings & Co, Cirencester 


Bu.iock, Joun, Stow-on-the-Wold, Glos, Gent. 
CALLAGHAN, WILLIAM Epuunp, New Bond st, Optician. Oct29. Byfield, Great St. Helens 
Curistmas, Joun, Burpham, nr Guildford, Farmer. Novi. Perkins, Guildford 
Criarkson, Roperi Pexx, Scarborough, Merchant. Oct 31. Hick, Scarborough 

Davies, Epwarp, Pennfields, Staffs, Clerk in Holy Orders. Oct 15. Ward, Dudley 
Epwarps, Rosert Tuomas, York rd, East Acton. Oct 28. Francis, Marylebone rd 
Staffs, Rivet Manufacturer. Oct 23. Watts & 


Nicholson, Market Har 


Potts & Potts, 


Gapp, Tuomas, Ross, Rowley Regis, 
Jobson, Dudley 
Ga.ior, Arruur, Zeals, Wilts, Coachman. 


Haykinxson, Tuomas, Scarborough, Registrar of Marriages. 
Hopson, Wii.tiam, Wolverhampton, Brewer. Nov 1. 


hampton 
Jenner, Mary Ann, Lyham rd, Brixton. Oct 20. Woods, Leadenhall st 
Oct 13. Arnold & Co, Carey st, Lincoln’s 


Last, Harriet Jonanna, Ingatestone, Essex. 


Sept 30. Hodding & Jackson, Salisbury 
Oct 1. Donner, Scarborough 
Fowler & Langley, Wolver- 


inn 

Launpon, Emma Swatruy, Hastings. Oct22. Davenport & Co, Hastings 

Masve tr, Grorce, Moffatt rd, Thornton Heath, Surrey. Oct 25. Smith, Bishopsgate st 
Vithin 

Marstoy, Ann Manta, Leicester, Licensed Victualler. Oct 20. Blackwell, Leicester 


Moore, Water, Worksop, Notts, retired Officer of Excise. Oct 10. Coulson, Worksop 


Morcay, James Henry, Narrow st, Limehouse, Anchor Merchant. Oct 13. Kearsey & 
‘o, Old Jewry 
Owes, Howri ie Kk Antuur, Eastbourne, Esq. Oct 10. Street & Poynder, Lincoln's 
inn fields 
Pacy, Witi1am, Union grove, Clapham, Gent. Oct 28. Cordwell, Old Serjeant’s inn, 
Shancery lane . 
Pircairy, ALEXANDER, Union ct, Old Broad st, Merchant. Oct 24. Wootton & Son, Fins- 


bury cireus 
Rooxer, James, Bideford, Devon, Gent. Oct 24. 


Scorr, Watter JErvoise, Mount st, Grosvenor sq, Esq. Oct. 31. 


Gray’ s inn sq 
Suave, MArmawint, Beccles, Suffolk, Gent. Oct 31. Rix, Beccles 
Nov 1. 


Suarre, Georce Youno, Lansdowne rd, Notting hill, Gent. 
Somerset st, Portman s« 

Ssutn, WiLLiAM Tuomas, Nicholas st, Mile End, Custom House Officer. 
Deadenhall st 


Rooker & Bazeley, Bideford 
Gamlen & Burdett, 


Saxton & Morgan, 
Oct 8. Harris, 
Srranceways, Epuunp ie pLow, Dawlish, Devon, retired Commander R.N. Oct 13. 


Tozer & Co, Exete: 
STRINGFELLOW, Tuomas, ) ary Chester. Sept 30. Linaker & Linaker, Runcorn 


Sraupwick, James, Guildford. Novi. Perkins, Guildford 
Wuicut, Eovwarpv, Wenning Cottage, nr Wennington, Lancs, Esq. Oct 13. 
Pearson, Kirkby Lonsdale ‘ 
istant to a Seed Turner, Leadenhall 


Ezess, Rosext, 8 Bilver st, Stepney, A 
ntre 
Waruan, Axvrew, Audley, Staffs, Collier. Sept 25. Hollinshead & Moody, Tunstall 


Pearson & 


Oct 13, 





London Gazette,—Tursvay, Sept. 16, 
A.iex, Tuomas, Ramsgate, Gent. Oct 27. Robinson & Co, King’s Arms yard 
Beery, Many Exizanern, Frizinghall, Yorks, Novi. Nelson & Co, Leeds 
Briacuronp, Isapecrca Evizaperu, Charles st, Berkeley sq. Nov12. Walters & Co, New 
#4, Lincoln’s inn 
Bovrtox, Exvisanu, Hanley, Staffs, Agent. 


Nov 10. Challinors, Hanley 


Boxat, C ame 1u#, St Paul’s Cray, Kent, Retired Carpenter. Oct 15. Wyatt & Barraud, 
St Mildred’s ct, Poultry 
Buivorr, Wittiam Mu tox, Carlton Club, Captain R.N, Novi. Gill & Bush, Bath 


Bustos, Joux Tuomas, Weston super Mare, Carpenter. Oct 20. Smith & Sons, Weston 
Mare 


super 
Cartes, Gronsn, Appledore, Devon, Master Painter. Oct 20. Rooker & Buzeley, Bideford 


Cuarnax, Soruia, Aston, Warwick, Beer Retailer. Oct 4. 
CLARRMON T, Eowanpv Srorvony, Gloucester st, Portman sq, Gene vralin H.M. Army. Oct 


Hemmant, Birmingham 


5. Tathams & Pym, Frederick's pl, Old Jew ewry 
Coorn, Fuaxces, the Downs, Wimbledon. Oct 16. Cole & Jaa’ kson, Exsex at, Strand 
Dann, Jenemsan, Totterdown, Bristol, Brewer. Oct 20. Beckingham & Co, Bristol 


Deane, Gronox, Windlesham, i Maj. Gen. in H, M.’« Army in India. Nov 10. 
Saltwell & ‘tron, Stone bid Ancoln’s inn 

Posten, Wisiam Josurn, Birchin lane. Oct 24. Foster, Birchin lane 

Guaisoun, Jase, Alice st, Sunderland. Oct1. Walker, Sunderland 

Hannan, Jauve, Handsworth, Staffs, Surgeon, Oct 10, Morgan & Morgan, Birmingham 

Hazivnios, Sir Anruun Guvy, Nosy Hall, Leics, Bart, Dec 1, Fowler & Co, Leicester 

Kenenaw, Canon Mc mw Joux, Barton upon Irwell, Clerk in Holy Orders, Oct 2. 
Kichardson & Co, Manchenter 

Wilson & Loye, Mymouth 
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——_—_—_— 
Macy. 
MASKELL, 


lane, Cheapside 


Putiirs, ELLEN, Park lane, Norwich. Oct 11. Linay & Co, Norwich 

Derby, Warehouseman. Sept 29. Eddowes & Son, Derby 
Rew.y, EvizaBeTH, Birkdale, Lancs. Nov 8. Diggles & Ogden, Manchester 
Dec 24. 


Prarsox, ANN, Ridley villas, Newcastle upon Tyne. Oct 20. Bird, Newcastle upo” 
| 
| 


Rapvorp, LUKE, 


RoaErs, JAMES, Saltash, Cornwall, Doctor of Medicine. 


gursox, HUMPHREY, Bishopwearmouth, Durham, Gent. Nov 7. Moore & Co, Sunder- 
Suh, HENRY, Woodgrange rd, Forest Gate, Gent. Oct 14. Stokes & Co, Great St. 
Helens 


BANKRUPTCY NOTICES. 
London Gazette.—Frivay, Sept. 12. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 
Anxup, CHARLES, Pa Norfolk, Farmer Norwich 
Pet Sept 5 Ord 


BERKELEY, HumMPHREY _— tee Harpremay, late of St. 
, Anti; gue, West Indies, * somaaaee at Law High 

Court Pet 25 Ord Sept 8 
Bowxes, James Watrer, and Wiiiiam Henry Bownes, 
Sheffield, Wheelwrights Sheffield Pet Sept 8 Ord 


8 

aoe, Josera Crayton, Stone, Staffs, Tent Proprietor 
Stafford Pet Sept 8 Ord Sept 8 

CHAMBERLAIN, LioneL Percy, om Solicitor Leices- 
ter Pet Sept 10 Ord Sept 10 


avant, Rev JonN, Rutland Gate, Knightsbridge. Oct 25. Wild & Wild, Iron- 
Witram, Penzance, Esq. Nov15. Maskell, Portugal st, Lincoln’s inn 


Wiixissoy, Micuast, Sheffield, Potato Merchant. Oct 28. Bramley, Sheffield 
Wi.uams, Mary Acnes, Southsea, Hants, Cowkeeper. Sept 29. Besant & Wills, South- 
sea 
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CuaypoLte, CHarites SamMveEL, Reiiteghen, Publican 
pre 19 at 11 Off Rec, St Peter’s Church walk, Not- 


ing 
Corie, WittiaAmM Fe ngy Bath, Stationer Sept 24 at 12 


Off Rec, Bank 

Davis, SAMUEL, a se de Chateau Neuilly, Paris, 
Saddlery Manufacturer Sept 23 at 12 33, Carey st, 
Lincoln’s inn fields 

Dicker, Joun Campsett, Claughton, fon, Bicone’, Gent Oct 
lat2.30 Off Rec, 35, Victoria st, Liverpoo! 

GoopERHAM, A.rrep, Offton, Suffolk, et ig Sept 23 at 
12 Off Ree, - 4 nw ty 

JONES, == Builth, Brecon, Grocer Sept 23 at 12 Off Rec, 





CranipGe, JAMES, New Swindon, Wilts, Fish Merchant 
Swindon Pet’ Sept 8 Ord Sept 8 


Couey, SamveL, Plymouth East Stonehouse Pet July 5 
Ord 8 


Blaenau Festiniog, Merionethshire, 
u Festiniog Pet Sept 9 Ord 


9 

‘gsotee, Witiiam Heyry, aa hie» Boot- 
maker Noi erton Pet Ord Sept 9 

Duscan, Leste Fraser, late 
Journalist High Court ane 

Eacie, Antuur Georce, Leicester, 
cester Pet Sept8 Ord Sept 8 

Epwarps, WILLIAM Panton, Taledon rd, eens, 3 Finan- 
cial t Court Pet Sept 8 

Frakes, Artnur T., Castle Donington, Lace, Basket 

er Leicester Pet Aug 25 Ord ~ 

GoopeRHAM, ALFRED, co Suffolk, Farmer Ipswich 
Pet Sept 8 Ord Sept 8 

GReEeN¥FIFL : Basit Epuvu ah Nicholas lane, Solicitor High 
Court Pet Sept6 Ord Se: hd 

Hargis, Wittiam Henry, yward’s Heath, Sussex, 
Grocer Brighton Pet Sept 9 hy 9 

Hover, Tuomas, B 3, Kent, But Canterbury 
Pet Sept 9 Ord Sept 9 

Hyam, Davin, Milton st, bed com Warehouseman High 
Court Pet Sept 10 Ord Sept 10 

Joxes, Epwarp, Aberdovey, Merionethshire, 
Aberystwith ‘Pet Sept 8 Ord Sept 8 

Joxes, Grirritn, Wellington, Liangian, Carnarvonshire, 
Draper Portmadoc and Blaenau Festiniog Pet Sept 6 
Ord Sept 6 

Juper, for Axx, Brompton a Ladies’ Tailor High 

Ord Sept 9 


Davies, THOMAS, 
G r 


ftton st Grosvenor pl, 
% Ord Sept 8 
aults Manager Lei- 





Grocer 


Court Pet Sept 9 

KeLtaway, be 14M Lemon, White Lion st, eteaviie, 
Builder Court Pet Sept 10 Ord Sept 1 

Ley, nally wansea, Fruit Merchant hl Pet 


Sept 8 Ord Sept 9 
Marspex, Lawrexce Ropert, Darwen, Lancs, 
kburn Pet Sept 10 Ord Sept 10 
Mivrer, Watter Jous, Elm rd, Romford rd, 


Joiner | 


Forest 





| 
| 
| 
| 


| 


aa Seller High Court Pet Sept 9 Ord 
pt 10 
Moxry, Epwiy Francis, 8t. Thomas the Apostle, | 


Devon, Builder Exeter Pet Sept 9 Ord Sept 9 

Murray, Wit.tiAM, Belgrave, Leics, 
Sept 9 Ord Sept 9 

Rusnworrn, Henry, Birt, Yorks, Boot Maker Dews- 
jury Sept 8 Ord Sept 8 

Rytaxp, Witriam Hawkes, and Henry Warkrys, 
Birmi Birmingham Pet Aug7 Ord Sept 8 

Suir, ALrrep Farrar, Ossett, Yorks, Book keeper Dews- 
bury Pet Sept 8 Ord Sept 8 

Tropp, James Ricnarv, Odiham, Hants, 
Foreman Winchester Pet Sept 9 Ord 

Wan, des + oe Kentish Town, 


Brickmaker’s 
Sept 9 
Builder High 


Court t8 Ord Se 

WILKiNsox, ivan, Bradford, Whotesale Draper Bradford 
Pet Se Ord t 8 

Witiis, Sasa ENRY, Cardboard 


Tet be acre, 
Manufacturer High Court Pet ve Sept 9 Ord Sept 9 
Wisrer, Harry Haytanp, Ne on., Grocer New- 
port, Mon Pet Septs Ord ats 
Woovrorp, Waurer Jamns, Gosport, Dairyman Ports- 
mouth Pet Sept 9 Ord 9 
Youre, Natuan Bowman, Birkenhead, Tinplate Worker 
Preston Pet Sept8 Ord Sept 8 


FIRST MEETINGS, 


Avams, Farpentox Wittiam, Wath upon Dearne, Yorks, 
Cor Miller Sept 22 at12 Off Rec, Figtree lane, Shef- 
le 
Avexanvrn, J. 1, Scottish Club, Pall Mall 
33, Carey st, Lincoln's inn fields 
Nye, Winitam Pack, and Wo.iam Heangnr Bixys, 
t » Agents Sept 22 atil Off Reo, 22, Park row, 
Bincu, Gronax, Burton on Trent, Clothior® Sept 29 at 11.90 
oft Rec, Wolverhampton 
Baavauny, Josrn CLavroy, Stone, Staffs, Tont Proprietor 
Sept 23 at 11.30 Off Reo, St Martin's place, 5 nel 


Sept 19 atl 





Joxes, SAMUEL, Poesia Carmarthenshire, Mason Sept 
20at11 Off Ree, 11, Quay st, en 
MEAbow 8, JAMES Carsw ELL, Livi , Aerated Water 
M Sept 22at12 Off Rec, 35, Victoria st, 
M a 7 Bet (Separate 
ILLARD, JAMES Henry 
Sept 22 at 4 So, "Temple ch chesbrs, ~~ 4 
M Seat H Salford, Ni Proprietor 
ILLYARD, nee | ‘ewspaper Sept 
= bao Rg Off Rec. ~~~ s chmbrs, Bridge st, Man- 
e 


Moxey, Epwiy Francis, 8t Thomas the Apostle, Devon, 
Builder Sept 23 at 11 Off Rec, 13, Bedford circus, 


eter 
Corrs Epwarp Georcr, and JAMES Hewxry Mitt- 
Sept 22 at 2.30 95, Temple 
depen, Temple avenue 
Oaxsnott, Epwarp Grorce ( te Estate 
Seedsman Sept 22 at 4.30 95, Temple se Ry Tem 


m, Jeweller Oct 3 at 11.30 
ouse, Upper Wi 


Tropp, James Ricnarp, yt), Odiham, ts, Brickmaker’s Fore- 
man Sept 23at12 Off Rec, 4, East st, Southam 

Wenman, Francis HeEatucore, sy General 
Contractor Sept 22 at 11 24, way approach, 
London Bridge 

Wixrysoy, Hvueu, Bradford, Wholesale Draper Sept 22 
at 11 Of Ree, 31, Manor row, Bradford 

Wiyter, Harry Have rLAND, Newport, Mon, Grocer Sept 22 
.s 12 Off Ree, Council chmbrs, Corn st, Newport, 

Wenevens, WALTER comme, 5 Soe Dairyman Sept 22 
at 4 166, Queen st, Po 


ADJUDICATIONS. 
Aryup, CHARLES, “te Norfolk, Farmer Norwich 
Pet Sept 5 


Bovunp, wee oT oe ell Commercial ri East, 
Draper High Court Pet Sept 6 Ord Sept 10 
Brapsury, Josern Sey = be Staffs, Tent Proprietor 


avenue 
Pavt, CHaries, Wi 
Cor 


tafford Pet Sept 8 
Bussy, Bexsamin Grorer, Wolverton, Bucks, Butcher 
Northampton Pet Sept 3 Ord Sept 8 


Queen’s rd, Peckham 


Burrerrieip, Grorce WaAsnHiNeTon. 
Promote High Court ’ Pet July 


r of _— Companies 


2 Ord 
aker Leicester Pet | Cx seals, Fameeel New Swindon, Fish Merchant Swindon 
| -*" Pet Aug 30 ‘Ord Se 


8 
Dapson, ; aes late of West Bien, no occupation 
ton Pet June 2 Ord om? € 
DinspaLe, Wittiam Henry, dleham, sae, Boot- 
er No erton 9 Ord 
Duycan, Lesuik Fraser, late Wilton st, Ne dl 
Journalist* High Court Pet Aug 28 Ord Sept 10 
am K, ul 


ter, 
aicester Pet Sept 8 Sept 9 
GooprrnamM, Acrrep, Offton, Suffolk, Farmer Ipswich 
Pet Sept 8 Ord Sept 


8 
Gangs tgs ey _- _ ae lane, Solicitor High 


Hanns By ‘eo Slade Heath, Sussex, 
Grocer Brighton Pet Sept 9 Ord Sept 10 
Hrrwortn, some yo General Dealer Sheffield 
t 4 
Canterbury 


Pet 
, Grocer Aber 


ARTHUR _ oN 


Hover, Tuomas, ronda Kent, Butcher 
Pet 8 Ord 

Jorrs, Epwarp, Ab i 
ystwith Pet — 8 Ond ‘Sent 8 


Jonna, Grirrrrn, Re fy aeeny Carnarvon, I 
pomame tat a echo’ Pet Sept 6 


pt 6 

Kiener, Rarnart, Bishopsgate st hr Watchmaker 
High Court Pet Aug 16 Ond Sept ¢ 

Mnge cee, Bae ry, Salford, Newspaper ORS Salford 


lo 
cone Joux, Elm rn, Romford ri, Forest gate, 
Music Sellor High Court Pet Sept 9 Onl 


Thomas the Apostle, Devon, 
, oOsee 
Piumber ‘hradfordt 


dhehi: 








MinrRe, 
late 


Sept 1 
Moxey, Eowin Frayer, St 
Exeter 


ot 
Pavorrr, Jaurs, Idle, Y¥ 
Sept 5 Ord ” 


| _ If the house in which you live is 
| Don’t cripple your business by 

money with the chance ving 
and cheap — from the Temperance Permayent Buitpixe Society, 
Full particulars free by post. 
WArninG to InTENDING House Purcuasers & ee 


ie Ventilation Co., 65, 
, who also undertake the 


me mh uf; Ret, nad 8 
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to be sold over your head, wh: 
da peskon-aaee abel aaa 
ha it called in at an inconvenient time. Geta 


Dod 


.—[Avvr.] 


caassinel by. om expert fromm Tee 


Hall, Victoria-street, West- 
posite, Town Hall,” Vitora-stret 


RusHworts, Boer Birstal, Yorks, Bootmaker Dewsbury 
Pet Sept 8 Ord s 


Sueruerp, Truoruy, pk, » Domestic Machinist 
andsworth Pet July 22 Ord 8 
Yorks, keeper Dews- 


Sarrn, ALFRED dog by 
bury Pet 8 Sept 8 

Sprace, Epwr Frxcu, Saltoun rd, 1 aaa ae Surveyor High 
Court Ord 


Pet Aug 21 
Tropp, James RicHarp, om, Brickmaker’s 
Foreman Winchester Pet Sept 8 ~~ 9 


Wapsworts, Jonx, Cheshunt, Herts, 
Pet 4 Ord Sept 10 
Wiis, Witi1aM Henry, a a, Speed Manufac- 
turer Court 9 9. Ord 


Wiyter, Harry pth N Mon, ee New- 
M Pet 8 


port, Mon Sept8 Ord 10 
Youne, Natuan Bowmay, Bi Tin Plate Worker 
Preston Pet Sept8 Ord Sept 8 

ADJUDICATION ANNULLED. 

Tixxiswoop, Grores, Preston, Architect Preston Adj 

June 24, 1889 Annul Aug 26 

London Gazette.—Turspay, Sept. 16. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 

AsuwortH, Rosert, Eccleshill, Setind, Journeyman 

Cloth Finisher Bradford Pet Ord Sept 11 
Cocke, i Bristol, Cooper 


Aug 30 
Coes, 24 James, Cotton Manufacturer 


Pet Ban is 13 ‘Orde a Sgt 19 
| coor — FGiliehem, K Rochester 


12 Ord Sept 12 
France, Bertram Frepericx, Redland, Bristel, Fancy 


—— Bristol 12 Ord 12 
bere Sasi, Hon, Cari, Buller Buller ‘Cardiff Pet Sept 
Fishmonger Halifax Pet Sept 11 


ain Rosert, 
ll 
Somerset, Boot Dealer 


Jounsox, AaRoy, 
Wells Pet Ord Sept 13 

Massox, Tuomas, sate, Gent Brighton Pet June 23 
we 1 

Metra, Giacomo Ba.pessakr, Sages Hotel 
Proprietor Kingston, Surrey Sept 11 Ord 


Sept 11 ; 
Prayer, Norway, Lenham, Kent, Blacksmith Maidstone 
Pet Sept 12 ‘Ord + 12 
Price, 2 te Staffs, Shopkeeper Hanley Pet 
Rosson, Tuomas an Bowness, Westmrid, Bookbinder 
SoLomoys, oes Tagan Bal late Art China 
Pet ry 2 Ord oe 12 
TAvior, mon ag RR eee, Se Commission Agent 
Swansea Pet J Ord Sept 12 
Ascent, St. Leonards-on-Sea, 
sone Pet Aug 27 Ord Sept 15 
Towysnenp,- Carouins, late Licensed 
Victualler High 31 Ord Sept 11 


Torrie, Wiii1am, 
House Decorator 


Court Pet J 

Vauiance, Samus Laat, es a Oed Ot me, 

Ww Cuartes J Burton-on-Trent, Railway 

“Goods Agent Burton-on-Trent Pet ont nm On 
Sept 12 


FIRST MEETINGS. 

Asnuwortn, Ropert, Bradford, Journeyman 
Cloth Finisher Off Ree, 31, Manor row, 
Sept 26 at 11.2 


Eccleshill, 
3 ati 


Bau. wae, Dover, Butcher 
Nowill Castle st, Dover 
Cusnnentatsy Lrowet 


Y, Sept HM 
t3 Off M4, Friar lane, 
Cuanke, Joux, Tipton, Staff, Grocer Sept 23 at 11 Of 


Coury, ‘Banvet, Plymouth, East Stonehouse Sept 25 at 1 
10, Athengeum ter, Plymouth 

Cooxs, Farpenic, Lausanne ri, Horner, 
Manufacturer's Agent Sept 23 at 11 bes, 


a et Sa Sept 2 at 
High st, Rochester 


Grosvenar place, 
bdigs, Lincoln's 
Eaae, Artnurn Groner, Leicester, Vaults Manager Sept 
Bath of Friar lane, Leicester 
Fraxes, Anrave T, € Leies, Basket Maker 
Wat V9 Off Reo, M4, lane, Leicester 
evey Cuarnes, Well ot, Queen st, Manufacturer’ 
Sept NH at 12 Dackregaey bide Lincela’s ban 
Sept Bat 12 Of Reo, 


SSL Od Reo, 


jun, 
a] 


Goss, 
Gray, Hexay, r Lam, 
Hawn, Wena Sener, Tneweet 
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Tuo: Broadstairs, Kent, Butcher Sept 26 at | Coox, James, 
mE you Broa . Blackburn 
a, Srerues, Rostrevor rd, Fulham, Builder Sept 24 at 

33, 


st, Lincoln’s inn 


Senn Davi, + Wholesale Warehouseman Oct 1) 
Lincoln’s 


Ley, Gsore 


's inn 
Bee, Toit Merchant Sept 23 at 12 oft | 
st, 


wa Wittram ng ange wend Baker Sept 23 at 3 | 


34, Friar lane 
Pinson, @ Siac Bow anos, ‘South Pa a ous 
louse Keeper Sept 24 at 12 33, rey st, 
Lincoln’s inn fields 


Prayer, Noruax, Lenham, Kent, Blacksmith Octi at3 
Off Rec, Week st, Maidstone 


Pouxtsey, Ricnarp, King’s Norton, Wores, 
Sept 26 at 11 25, Colmore row, Birmingham 
Ricuuosp, Wriuiam Mrues, Chester, 

tt chmbrs, Chester 


Surrn, Atrrep Farrar, South 
k Sept 23 at 3 Off Rec, Bank chmbrs, Batley 
Srosse, Wit11am Tuomas, Margate, Baker Sept 26 at 3 

i te 


53, st, Marga! 

Swaxy, Toomas Hexry, ic formerly Builder 
Sept 24 at 11 Off Rec, 22 Leeds 

Wrus, Wii Hexey, Long acre, ‘Cardboard Manu- 
facturer Sept 24 at 11 Bankruptcy bldgs, Lincoln’s 


inn 
Youse, Natnax Bowmasy, Birkenhead, Tinplate Worker 
Oct 10 at 3 Off Rec, 14, Chapel st, Preston 


ADJUDICATIONS. 
Asnwortn, Rosert, Eccleshill, Bradford, Journeyman 
Finisher Bradford Pet Sept 10 Ord Sept 11 


Baxer, Atrrep Rovateys Astsury, Piccadilly circus, 
Wine Merchant High Court Pet July 22 Ord 


Ciarxsos, James, and Tuomas Cuarxsox, Apperly Bridge, 
—, Coal Merchants Bradford Pet Augié Ord 


Sept 13 
Cottarp, Tnomuas Warre, Herne Bay, Kent, Clerk to Herne 
y Local Board Canterbury Pet July 16 Ord 
Sept 12 


Carpenter | 


Smallware Dealer | turer 
MiLvar, ha Wresham. 
orks, Boot Maker Sept | Ord 


| Jeane, eB ee meseeaiien, Grocer 
Sept 6 Orel Sept 11 
| Kv High Cont’ reat Portland st, ce Agent 


| 


Rimington, Yorks, Manufacturer 
Pet Sept 13 Ord 


os Tomas, Very -oery Kent, lackamith Rochester 
et Aug 21 Ord Sept 


| ow, predeny ILLIAM Danco, Isledon rd, Bere, Finan- 
cial tt Court tanta Bul Ord Sep 
Gass, =e . > oo uilder Cardiff Pet 
0 0 


, Tobacconist Leeds Pet Sept 4 
Newtown Pet 


| Gray, ee 4 
Ord 


Court Pet June 19 
Ley, Sacnen, Frui 
t9 Ord 
Mapew, _— Staffs, anes Manufac- 
Hanley 21 Ord Sept 9 
raper Wrexham Pet Aug 5 


Ord 
it Mo 10 


Swansea Pet 





OLIVER, «ae Bapcock, Llandudno, Tailor Bangor 
Aug22 Ord 11 


Perry, Apotpaus Gray, and Francis Wiitiiam Lover, 


Silvertown, Essex, Oil Refiners High Court Pet July | 


28 Ord Sept 10 
Puirrs, Caret Barre, late of Park place, no occupation 
High Court Pet Mays Ord 1 
lacksmith Maidstone 


Prayer, Normay, pe ye F ae 
Pet Sept 12 

PousTNeEy, ae ay King’s Norton, een. Car- 
penter Bi » tag 4 Ord Sept 11 

Price, ia, ey Staffs ihopkeeper Hanley Pet 
Sept12 Ord Sept 12 


Rossoy, Tuomas ewe Bowness, mp peeementians, Book- 
binder Ken 1 Pet Sept10 Ord Sept 11 
Ryztanp, Wituiam Hawkes, and Hewry bf ered Bir- 
mingham Birmingham Pet Aug7 Ord 
Sotomons, Israet, Bedford st, Strand, late “y ‘China 
Dealer High Court Pet Sept 12 Ord Sept 12 
Towxsnenp, Carotiye, Marylebone lane, Li 
Victualler High Court Pet ; July 31 Ord Sept 13 
Vaviance, Samvet LippeGer, w= (2 ena, Labourer 
o Southampton _ —— ‘ a 
ALDocK, Eryest Epwts, Moseley, nr teil: ‘ailor 
Leeds Pet Augi2 Ord Sept B 


SS 

The Subscription to the Souictrors’ JouRnat j 
—Town, 26s.; Country, 28s.; with the 
WEEKLY REPORTER, 52s. Payment in advang 
include Double Numbers and Postage. Sy, 
scribers can have their Volumes bound at thy 
ofice—cloth, 2s. 6d., half law calf, 5s. 6d. 

Where difficulty is experienced in procuring th 
Journal with regularity in the Country, ¢ 
is requested that application be made dine 
to the Publisher. 

All letters intended for publication in th 
“ Solicitors’ Journal” must be authenticate 
by the name of the writer. 
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THE SOLICITORS’ LAW STATIONERY SOCIETY, 


LIMITED. 


Labor omnibus unus-—Georgicon, Inb. IV. 


Avexasper Crossuas, Esq. (Mesars. Crossman & Prichard), 


Messrs. Pemberton & Garth), 5, 


Doveras Gartn, Esq. 


Esq. 


Ww. 
Hexey Eowarp ——, 
Ww -arliament-street 


row, 
Jous Agruve Lure, a 


The OBJECT OF THE SOCTETY i to enable Bolicitors, hy co-operation among them- | 
highest efficiency in all branches of their Law Stationery work, and to 


peng ot ene ak ay 
share in profits arising t! 
After setting 


therefrom. 
aside a reserve and a 6 per cent. preferential cumulative dividend, the 
4) Customers, being Solicitors whose 
until the former have received 12 per 
cent. im all, after which such Customers take the whole residue. 


viders and ( 


yments), 


PROFITS are divided between («) Shareho 
accounts amount to £100 per annum (less 


Messrs. Dliffe, "Henley, & Sweet), 


Mesars. Torr, Janeways, Gribble, & Oddie), 
. 8. Ww. 





DIRECTORS : 
16, Theobald’s-road; W.C. 
New-court, Lincoln’s-inn, 
38, Bedford- | 


% Bedford-row, Wl | 


Lincoln’s-inn, W.C. 
| Fraxnx Row.ey Parker, Esc 
court, Carey-street, W.C 


inn-fields, W. Cc 


be done by a duly-qualified So 


Now ready, price 2s. 6d., postage 3d. 


hemes? Epwarp Lake, Esq. 


(Messrs. Lake, Beaumont, & Lake), 10, New-squar, 


(Messrs. ene Parkers, Pritchard, *4 Sharpe), 12, New 
, and 9, Bridge-street, Westminster. 


| Richarp PExsixcTox, Esq. Olieears. Cookson, Wainewright, & Pecntaeton), 64, Lincoln’+ 


In addition, LIBERAL DISCOUNTS are allowed, as shown in the Price List, and th 
Society supplies goods on account and without requiring payments before delivery. 


The Society does not give paca advice or transact any work which is required by law& 


icitor. 


Price Lists forwarded post-free on application to any of the Society’s Branches. 


HANDBOOK on the FORMATION and REGISTRATION of JOINT-STOCK COMPANIES. By TYRRELL T. PAINE, Barrister-at-Law. 


Si axp 52, CAREY STREET, W.C., 


12, NEW COURT, CAREY STREET, W.C., 


49, BEDFORD ROW, W.C., 


Axp 27, CANNON STREET, E.C. 


SECRETARIAL AND GENERAL OFFICES, 51 axp 52, CAREY STREET, W.C. 


W. H. 8, SHIRLEY, Secretary 








Now Ready, 


Parts I.—III., Price 


ls. Each. 


THE YEAR’S DECISIONS 


& Digest of all the 


CASES DECIDED IN THE SUPREME COURT OF JUDICATURE; 


WITH 


Appeals to the House of Lords and Privy Council; 


ALSO OF 


Cases decided in the Supreme Court of Judicature and Court of Bankruptcy in Ireland ; 


FROM 


THE 


LONDON: 


24m OF OCTOBER, 1889, TO 


By MARTIN JOSEPH BLAKE, Esq., Barrister-at-Law. 





2 


CHANCERY LANE, 


127 OF AUGUST, 1890. 





w.c, 
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